Dear Dave, 3/1 5/91 

This morning's Washington Post has as its main and a long story in the Style section 
an article favorable to our former ambassadir to Iraq, April Glaspie. I'll copy and enclose 
it, in sections. I write you about it in part because my morning's walking tired me a bit 
more than usual, so I delay getting into writing that requires more concentration, in part 
because it reminds me of a matter I may not have mentioned in my earlier reminiscences and 
in part because it is commentary on the press that bears so great a responsibilty fcmn- 
for so much that was important on Which it refused to inform the people, as to meet its 
responsibilities it should have. Including the political assassinations and the other than 
official writing and fact about them. 

It was and 1 believe if still is a tradition of government employment that when an 
employee is confronted with a question of conscience, asked to implement a policy or decision 
he or she regards as wrong or against the country's interest, a request is made to be re- 
lieved of that responsibility or assignment. In more extreme form, this was the Nuremburg 
international decision, at least by inference. 

When I was in State during Peron's wartime argentine dictatorship I was in charge of 
the economic section of a study of his regime. As I think I've noted, Hel3on Rockefeller 
was head of the IB delegation to Chapultepec, the western hemisphere conference prior to 
the UN organizational meeting in San Francisco. Rockefeller did not follow instructions and 
on his own did not use this study for its intended purpose, to block Argentine admission 
into the UN. Of course nothing happened to Rockefeller and what he did there is not incon- 
sistent with his earlier government career of support of the various dictatorship even 
when he had ang ignored conflicts of interest because of his own family's involvements 
with some of those dictators. 

But p&licy remained unchanged - the US did not want Argentina admitted to the UB. To 
accomplish this another, similar study was ordered. On it I was placed in charge of the 
military section. But within a few days, as I for the first time gave it some thought, it 
became apparent to me that this had become wrong, really bad policy in that it would react 
against the country's best interests. I therefore asked to be wdrrait relieved, making it 
specific that t believed that having not done this when we should have, at the Mexico 
prelimi n a r y conference, it would be denounced throughout Lei tin america as another sign of 
Yankee imperialist That second study appeared as the Blue Book on Argentina and as to me 
was obvious, as it should have been to all others in any way involved, it was denouced in 
those countries as Yankee imperialism. 

In a rational world this should have brought me praise. A t didn't. I don't know whether 

or not it figured in my later firing under the Unconstitutional McCarran Rider or not. It 

could have contributed but I doubt it was the cause. 

With this bas background for the Glaspie article, I note that more than once she is 

described as "good," meaaning in her record, perception, performance of duties, and I 

suppose in her record throughout her diplomatic aareer. Whatever the past record, there 
is no excuse for what she undeniedly did in Iraq and said to Saddam. I have yet to see 
or hear any account of that as news, even when Saddam released a transcript of the tape 
recording he had made and even when the State department did not deny its accuracy. If 
her encouragement of him to do what he did to Kuwait represented policy stated to her or 
if it had not been, what she did tell him was the opposite of good and she should not have 
said it - even if directed to by higher authority. She should have recognized it as what 
it was, encouragement to complete the invasion for which his preparations were public. If 
she had meet this flunadmental obligation of public service, more important than in most 
employment in State, all the gfeat suffering and cost might have been and I believe would 
have been avoided. E|j|' / jui V an article of this length, the^P^st restricts itself to the one 
passage of the taped Saddam conference that I've seen used in columns long after its release. 
So, here, as with the assassinations, the major media act as an arm of errant government, 
not having learned from the innumerable lessons of the past of which suppression of advance 
knowledge of the Bay of Bigs is a fine example. It was known throughout the world and the 
Cubans were talking about it in detail at the UN fiThave copies somewhere) bjit the NY Times 
and the Washington Post withheld from us what the people of the rest of the world knew. 

■H 



